Thurtell and Hunt.

It is undoubtedly desirable that all the parties concerned in the
commission of any atrocious crime should be reached by the
arm of public justice, but it is not always possible, and we are
frequently obliged, for the purpose of reaching those who are
most guilty, to receive the testimony of those whose guilt in
the transaction may be somewhat less in degree.

After a very full and anxious consideration of this case, my
learned friends and myself determined to submit to his lordship
the propriety of admitting one of the persons charged with this
offence as an evidence for the Crown. This is the person whom
you ha.ve just acquitted. Some observations have been made
with respect to the case of another of the persons who stands
charged with this offence, and I am anxious to say that, in the
case of this prisoner, no breach of faith whatever has been
committed. Faith is to be kept on both sides in these cases;
and, if a prisoner does not perform the condition on which
alone his testimony can be received, he has no claim to- mercy.
Gentlemen, the person whom you have just acquitted will be
called before you, for the purpose of proving many important
circumstances connected with the murder of Mr. Weare.

It appears that the deceased was a person addicted to play,
and connected with persons who were also in the habit of
gambling. Whether the deceased was the most estimable or
the least estimable member of society will form no part of your
consideration. The prisoner, John Thurtell, was acquainted
with the deceased; he was addicted to similar habits of play,
and it seems that he had -some reason to complain of the
deceased having, in some play transaction, tricked him out of a
considerable sum of money. The other prisoner (Hunt) was,-
as I understand, a public singer. He knew Mr. Weare, but was
not in any habits of friendship with him. The person whom
you have just acquitted, Probert, had been a dealer in spirits
and wines, and at the time in question had a cottage in Gill's
Hill Lane, a by-lane going out of the road from London to
St. Alban's, and about 3 miles distant from Elstree. Gentle-
men, the circumstance of Probert'& having this cottage is,
as you will see, materially connected with the crime with which
the prisoners are charged. Probert was much in town, and
his wife resided at the cottage. The cottage "was but a small
one; it had but little accommodation, and was fully occupied
by its inmates, consisting of Mrs. Probert, Miss Noyes (a
sister of Mrs. Probert), some children of Thomas Thurtell, a
maid-servant, and a boy. It would t&eem, from what subse-
quently took place, that Mr. Weare had been invited, or, at
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